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DATS. Aprll 15> 19!<g fs . * 

subject* Coordinating Meeting of the U.S. Element Standing Group, Apr\l Ik aTCY* 

1. Second Generation IRBM Working Group 

?(\ ,jf * ° v ,7 The Standing ■: Group is not planning to answer certain questions which have 
f a *V''te^^ IRBMb for their April 21-23 

2. MC 82/2 -Role of the Military in Coordinated Research and Production 






Ttie Military Committee has approved MC 82/2, with the Netherlands and Denmark 
reserving on the grounds that they had not yet received full national guidance. 
Accordingly, the document has been transmitted to SGREP. His instructions, 
however, are such that he will not forward the document to the NAC until the a 
Dutch and Danish reservations have "been lifted. The NAG will be asked to approve l ' 
the concept set forth in MC 82/2 and to accept the procedure. The U.S. Element 
believes that Meili supports the concept, but difficulty is ex pected wi th Moreau. \j[ 

Location of IRBM Squadrons *'H / 

SACEUR is eacpected within ten days to inform the NAC on the location of 
IRBM squadrons. In response to my question, I was told that the request to SACEUR 
for this information arose in the context of NAC discuss ion. of multilateral 
financing for IRBM sites. 

French Fleet Withdrawal 

SACEUR indicated April 9 that he would transmit his comments within ten days 
on the implications of the French fleet withdrawal. The major difficulty has been 
in connection with the forces which are earmarked for NATO but not usoigned to any 
particular command. SACIANT's comments have alre ady been transmitted and the Hk 
French in the SG have , ^aicdted' l lxkormally that theyT»vrTS5T3?obleri^ with W 
SACIANT's comments. It is to be expected that the Standing Group will comment nl*4f*- 
to the Council by the end of the month, provided no major difficulties develop dL t 
with respect to national positions. 






SHAPE is giving high priority to conu?leting the so-called "rules of engagement • " 



5. Rules of Engagement and Integrated Air Defense 



The problem of how to present this to the NAC is proving a very complicated one* 
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2£?+f! ffv. 3 ? *! ^^rent identification measures which can hardly be 
JfEFSV* thelr ***** t0 tbe NAC' »■ Probability is that the NACwm 
vl* ™? £ approve the concept in principle, with the military then left to 
not h! I? 6 ^ff 10 Procedures. It was noted that the Preach approach has 

w SS d *r c J ed *°S! 1 52 t the basic «»«** of the "lilitary's authority to fire, 
but rather against MC 66 as being too limited in scope. ' 

MC 70 

• I.,i, JJ!?! 5? C " tia t ! g omp ^ eted ita review of forc efl q™ ™f?""* 1963, and the U.S. 

, - Guidance thereonhas been satisfactorily worked iTTd^HnF : £Ke^r5cess Tne 
Mftjf f ommand f rs have fe een asked for their review of i&h forces by June 1. ' The IPT 

V-Wia not treating this exercise as a formal revision of MC ?0 or deling it as 
(V^f^rrigenda or changes in MC 70 force tables. It will, for the tl»J beL e , Smply 

lye treated as guidance for the 1959 AR. bunpjjr 

r7. 1959 Annual Review Procedure 

1Q«M 5!;n„?fp ti ? nna , ire v i ? eJ{ P ected vlthln two ^ e k C . The resolution on the 
1959 Annual Review is being withheld for the time being. 

8. Defense Resolution 

The Standing Group's meeting with SACEUR and SACLANT was described as a 

rSS+S!" -? e B ? a SH a f G f * P ' S Seneral a PP roach *■ ^at, before it can develop 
IhfSSE' must obtain information on a number of unknown factors both from 
tlL> l^^TT 16 ^ 3 "2* fr0m the Secretary-General. Hence the meeting wi?h 
Sf54 SCh ^ dUled f ? r the l8th wil1 be lar S e ^ a listening brief, during which the 
Standing Group will seek to learn Spaak's point of view, just as they had earlier 

SStSV"?* S d BAGMn? - ^ Standin S Grou * wil3 - ^en formulate a miliary 
a?oind A P S l^'^^tlon to be presented to him when they go tf Jartf 

9* Expediting New Infrastructure Projects 

Considerating is being given to proposing that nations can use funds for 
planning purposes immediately after a military commander has recommended a given 

SK^'miES Vm te ; r °I 1Si0n f ° r relmb ^ement if a project is knockedoS 
after a military commander has recommended proceeding. 




M» Infrastructure Criteria for Thor IRBMs 



•».». SL^L PS 2 * ? Bper establl8hl ns infrastructure criteria for the 
«5 LtJ?^ + ,"!! **? Franoh ' a covering statement malces clear that the Question 
of multilateral financing of IRBMs is not prejudiced by the paper. v***™* 
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H- Forward Scatter 

cancel %^<5^^%** g££ ££^ a*^"., that he has 

there are insufficient f unds . ThL is a cS nf!™ ^ 8 ^ ° n the S^* 1 * 8 thft t 
because the Paris-Oslo link is on* nJ +? I ? f SOme bew ildement to the SG 

system. It iTpossSL Sat IaSr J£l Tit lra *°f tant in the forward scatter 
the French to £ ^^LZflnT/for^l ttl^^TeT ° f ^^ 
12 • IRBMs for Greece and Turkey 

political and financial reasons "t^^L f 1 f 1 ? up by State for various 
State portion on thiB^ToV. I £££?j£ ££&.•*** ™ — «" 

13, Courses of Action in Berlin Problem 

turn over control to the GHR and ouT acSss to i£2J?\ < J 8 ?* if bhe Soviets 
these two papers are being carried h^rltl I \ f X \ \ U ^Peded. ISA said that 
to (teneral NSrstaTon a pu^S S S Eves^v K!V° ?T iS *"* wil1 * 8hown 
then proposed that the pap^s belenf ?o ^^^J^^ST^' ? iS 
subsequent^ be sent back to General Nors tad afhif £lf * S* * G ^ roval ^ 
tripartite planning which h* <«+„„ ««s«a as his basic guidance for the 

except for one Issue as yet unreTol«d^hS^»?SS * te ^ n State "^ J***"" 
State takes the position ^HSre eho Ja £ £££? J?.*^ 00verln « "aaorandum. 
various military and non-Bllltaw iasSe's ^ol£ £nf ^^ mentatlon of **• 

sst-ss. r e £ess«£F ES sss.xss^.- 

- 0>talnl„ s ^ra! supplrf^ate^ &£? So^&ot necessary. 
1^. NATO Meeting 

both IfEST^^ torn, I said that 

and expressed appreciat?oI STEFtS? +£ S^f 1 t0Ur had been successful, 
services had donf to iSe tS possible. Department of ***«» and the 

cc: USRO - Mr. Wolf 
RA - Mr. Magill 
Mr. Compton 
Mr. Smith 
Miss Tibbetts 
Mr. Black 



EUR/RA:RPessenden: 



cnc 
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